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CURRENT TOPICS. 

Mr. re —— has not poe meen much by Thee 
i e business he originally assigned to Monday and Tyes- 
ay respectively. penne the notice we pri ted last v 
the sittings of the Vacation Court were to be held on Monday, 
he business in Queen’s _— Chambers was “ be — 

uesday. A protest against arrangement, so as it con- 
cerns the sittin in court, was made by Mr. Manrren, Q.0., last 
Monday, and Hawxts, J., very readily shifted the court work 
to Tuesday and assigned the chamber work to Monday. But 
the inconvenience of a Monday sitting remains, it does 
not, perhaps, affect so many persons. A considerable number 
of barristers and solicitors must sacrifice the ‘‘ week-end” in 
order to be ready for the chamber work, and the arrangement 
simply transfers the inconvenience to different persons. The 
best way of avoiding such questions is to have'a suitable day 
fixed by the proper authority. The sittings of the court should 
not bee to suit the convenience of the judge who for 
the time being happens to preside in it. 





WE print elsewhere a draft rule under the Companies Acts, 
1862 to 1890, which appears to be intended to obviate the effect 
of the recent decision of Vavenan Wittiams, J.,in Re the 
Standard Gold Mining Co. (Limi ante, p. 672). Rule T1 of 
Vinding-up) Rules, 1892, requires that all 
ceedings in the High Court in winding-up matters, in 

epositions, shall _be Bled in the office of the r i 
continuous fi @; an rule 
is 


he Companies 
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Fire ag Co., 27 Oh. oe ¢: Other persons interested in| 
the winding up are not entitled to have access to the informa- 
tion, th fi P 


, though it is only fair to allow a — to inspect his 
oOWn deposition, since this may form the basis of proceedings 


against him. 


In spite of the extension which the ‘mutual credit” clause 
in bankruptcy has received by the addition in the Bankruptcy 
Act, 1869—repeated in section 38 of the Act of 1883—of the 


phrase “ or other mutual dealings,” it has been held to be still 
neceesery at = claims which i is desired to set off against 
other sho @ money de . in the leading case of 
08e V. aunt. 449, 
was hel 





































2 Sm. Lead Cas., 9th ed., p. 324) it 

that though mutual credits gave a right of set-off 

under section 28 of the statute 5 Geo. 2, c. 30, yet the right 
could only be exercised by setting one debt against another, 
and hence the section only applied where the credit was such as 
to result in a debt. It did not apply, therefore, to a deposit of 
goods where there was no authority in the depositary to turn 
them into money. So under the Act of 1883 the set-off is only 
rought into play by striking the balance of the account of 











sums due on the one side and on the other respectively, and 
though whatever comes within the description of an ordinary 
business transaction seems to be a ‘‘ dealing’”’ within section 8, 
yet, for the section to apply, tne_dealings ou eacy side Woe 
in a money claim. In LEberle’s Hotels Co. v. Jonas . R. 
467, 18 Q. r D. 459), where the law was thus laid down by 
Lord Esuer, M.R., goods had been deposited by a company by 
way of security for a debt, with power of sale. The goods 
were not sold and the debt was paid, but upon the winding up 
of the company uivalent for this purpose to bankruptcy— 
the depositary claimed to hold the-goods by way of set-off 
against another debt. This he was not allowed to do, the claim 
against him in respect of the goods being for the return of the 


f, /, / goods, and not a money demand. In the recent case of Palmer 
v. Day (ante, p. 708), where pictures were deposited with an 
4 





auctioneer for the e e of sale, a different result has 
been arrived at by a Divisional Court, consisting of Lord 
Russeit, 0.J., and Cxartzes, J. After the deposit, but before 
sale; the depositor became bankrupt, and the pictures were 
subsequently sold by the auctioneer by the direction of 
the trustee in bankruptcy. The auctioneer claimed to hold the 
proceeds as a set-off against sums due to him from the bank- 
rupt in respect of other sales, and his claim was allowed. It is 
to be noticed that the “dealing” in this case expressly contem- 
ee the conversion of the goods into money, and therefore 
ad for its object the ultimate creation of a money claim against 
the auctioneer ; but if the trustee had decided to take the pictures 
back in specie, it would not have been very easy to distinguish 
the case from Zberle’s Hotels Co. v. Jonas (supra). It may be 
questioned whether the rights of the parties depended at all 
upon the circumstance that the trustee gave the auctioneer a 
fresh authority to sell. 





AxovuT TuIs TIME last year we had occasion to comment on 
the decision of a metropolitan revising barrister with reference 
to the disallowance of the claim to be placed on the register of 
several policemen who occupied ‘‘ cubicles” in a police-station 
under certain abnormal arrangements. Since that date the 
law as to cubicles has been enriched by the decision in 
Barnett v. Hickmott (43 W. R. 284). In that case a police 
constable occupied exclusively, by virtue of his employment, a 
cubicle, which consisted of a portion of a large room, separated 
off by a — seven feet high, but not reaching to the 
ceiling. ‘The room contained eleven other similar cubicles, with 
@ common passage. It was held that the cubicle was not 
separately occupied by the police constable within section 5 of 
the Registration Act, 1878; and Lord Russrz, O.J., based his 
judgment mainly on the circumstance that ‘‘ the ventilation and 
atmosphere of the dormitory are common to all the cubicles; 
and the window of each cubicle necessarily helps the natural 
lighting of the adjoining cubicle or cubicles. These are,” he 
said, “matters essential to consider when the question is 








whether each cubicle can be regarded as part of a house 
capable of being separately occupied as a dwelling- } 








house.” 
explain that, even if each cubicle had a separate ar. 
rangement for warming and lighting, still from the fact 
that the cubicles were open at the top, each occupant 
would, to some extent, share the warmth and light of the 
dormitory as ‘a whole. The doctrine thus laid down has this 
week been applied to the case of the Chelsea pensioners, who, 

it appears, occupy separate cubicles. resembling in general 

arrangements those of the police cubicles in Jarnett v. Hick. 

mott, and it is stated that if the decision of the revising barrister 

is upheld 500 votes will be lost. If the doctrine is to be con- 

sistently applied, it would appear that all the occupiers of flats 

who share with the other occupants the benefit of hot water 

pipes or electric light wires (and, we may add, the sometimes 

delectable atmosphere of the common stairs) will have to be 

disfranchised. this case each occupant ‘‘to some extent 

shares the warmth and light” of the building as a whole, 

Perhaps, also, the court may in course of time discover that we 

all of us share the privilege of breathing air warmed and 

polluted by our atighieut's breath, and the smoke from our 

neighbours’ chimnies, and that we are all lighted with the same 

light as our neighbours, and, consequently, that none of us is 

entitled to be placed on the register ! 





THE NEW annual report of Dr. Horrman, the inspector of 
licensed retreats under the — tes a 1879 and 1888, con- 
firms the observations which we e last week as to the 
imminent necessity for an amendment of those statutes, and 
the lines on which it ought to proceed. In the first place, the 
report shews that practically no progress is being made under 
the present system with the task of dealing with the inebriety 
of this country asa whole. All that Dr. Horrman has to say 
is that nine retreats were licensed last year, instead of eight, as 
in the year before, and that the number of patients increased 
from 129 to 133. Compared with the work that has to be done 
if the Inebriates Acts are to be successful, this is not an improve- 
ment worth speaking about. In the second place, the licensees 
—whose observations form, as usua), one of the most valuable 
features of the report—once more reiterate the absolute neces- 
sity for an alteration of the law in regard to the points which 
we enumerated. They desire power of compulsory committal, 
simplification of the procedure for the admission of voluntary 
patients into retreats, and the recapture of escaped patients, 
and an increase in the maximum limit of voluntary detention 
from one year to two. We are not satisfied that another com- 
plaint of the licensees—as to their inability to compel patients 
to work—is so well-founded. Section 25 of the Act of 1879 
provides that an habitual drunkard who, while detained in a 
retreat, wilfully neglects or refuses to conform to the rules 
thereof, shall be liable on summary conviction to a penalty not 
exceeding £5, or at the discretion of the court to be imprisoned 
for any period not exceeding seven days, and at the expiration 
of such period of imprisonment, if any, shall be brought back 
to the retreat, and in reckoning the period of his detention, the 
time during which he was imprisoned is to be excluded from 
computation. It may be that this remedy is not drastic enough. 
But the licensees appear to doubt whether it enables them to 
enforce compliance with rules as to work. Assuming that such 
rules have received the sanction of the inspector of retreats 
under rule 13 of the Model Rules, 1888, we entertain no doubt 
on this subject, and we should like to see section 25 put into 
operation before fresh powers are asked for. 











A LANDLORD who takes from his tenant a promissory note 
bill Of exchange for rent due may thereby suspend his oe 





e the currency of the bill or note 
—that is to say, g of the bill or note, though not 
conclusive evidence of an agreement on the landlord’s part to 
suspend his remedy by distress, yet is some evidence of such an 
agreement on his part, and if there be a jury, there is evidence 
of such an ugreement to go to the jury, and the question ought 
to be left to them to say, upon all the facts and circumstances of 
the case, whether it was the intention of the parties that the 
right of distress should be suspended during the currency 
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of the note or bill. These propositions are established by 
the case of Palmer v. Bramley (1895 2 Q. B. 405) where the 
Court of Appset held, aftrning the decision of a divisional court, 





that in such cases the question ought to be left to a jury. As 
Lord Justice Siti said, “whether in the present case ”—which 


was an action of replevin brought by the tenant against his 
landlord for distraining for rent due during the currency of 
a bill of exchange given for rent due and rent accruing due— 
“such an agreement must be inferred or not, at all events it 

ay be inferred, and that is sufficient to make it requisite that 
Ee case should be left to the jury.” The learned judge before 


. whom the action came in the first instance, was of opinion, on 


the authority of Davisv. Gyde (2 A. & E. 623), that the mere giving 
the bill, without more, was no evidence of the suspension of the 
right of the landlord to distrain. The court, in this case of 
' Palmer v. Bramley, must not be taken to overrule Davis v. Gyde, 
and in fact they do not overrule it. That case was decided on 
demurrer, and Lord Justice Smrrn says, was rightly decided on 
the pleadings as they stood, but it decided was that the 
averments were insufficient, and that nothing was disclosed by 
the plea to raise the defence that the taking of the note sus- 
pended the right of distress. What Parks, B., says in —, 
v. Walker (14 M. & W. 465), is more to the point—viz, that 








thereby enters into an agreement to suspend his remedy for that 
mt stands on the same footing as a judgment debt, 


period. 
and is governed by the same rule. 





TxE Piaistow matricide case is very far from being of an un- 
recedented character. Not to speak of the case of ConsTancr 
—the facts of which are too well known to need recapitula- 
tion—the Annales d Hygiéne et de Medicine Publique contain many 
other instances of the same curious psychological problem that 
had just been presented to an Old Bailey jury in the person of 
Rozert Ooomszs. That this precocious murderer was properly 
held to be insane can scarcely be questioned. The utter dis- 
proportion between his offence and the motive for it, the 
evidence that he inherited an insane neurosis, aggravated 
pay ye injury at birth, and the testimony of Dr. 
ALKER, Of Holloway Gaol, as to his excitement in prison and 
statements about hearing voices urging him to kill, pointed un- 
mistakably to insanity. If the statements as to the voices were 
true, the case was probably one of what our German neighbours 
call primare Verricktheit. In any event it belonged to the 
familiar category of moral insanity. That ‘the penny dread- 
ful” literature, with which the boy’s mind was saturated, had an 
injurious influence upon him may readily be conceded, and the 
demonstration of the mischief which such offal can work may, 
perhaps, lead to our streets being purged of it. But the insanity 
was there all the same. We can hardly say that Mr. Justice 
KENNEDY’s et was masterly. To invite a jury to 
test such cases by the old 


weather-beaten rules in hten’s 
case is hopeless. They do not, and it is very doubifal whether 






they were ever intended to apply to them. The real question 
wt was, whether Coompes was, at the time when he committed the 
¢ murder, in such a state of mind as to enable him to 





nature and consequences of his act clearly before him, and to 
pass a fairly rational judgment upon them. ; 















Miss Eleanor Obitty, daughter of Mr. Justice Chitty, was, says the 
Times, drowned in the River Lochy, near Fort William, Inverness-shire, on 
Thursday week. Sir Joseph Chitty, with his family, has been staying at 
Inverlochy Castle. Mise Chitty and two gentlemen were during Th 
afternoon fishing in the Lochy, Miss Chitty being at the l below the 
Tor Castle Fall. The two gentlemen were fishing at a poof higher up the 
river, whilst Sir Joseph Chitty was engaged at a pool lower down the 
stream, Miss Chitty, therefore, being between her father and the two 
gentlemen. It was arranged that they should all meet at 40’clock to have 
tea. Miss Chitty did not, however, ai at the appointed time, and the 
others went to the pool where they had left her not very long before, but 
could find no trace of her. A search was made, which was continued 
throughout the night with lights. On the following morning the rod 
which Miss Chitty had been using was found drawn down across a ledge 
of rock near the foot of the pool. The search for the body was continued 
all day without success. [No announcement of the discovery of the body 

“has come to our knowledge. } 


Y | 1894-95 with sufficient or 





THE PRACTICAL bee OF THE NEW ESTATE 
D ° 


The annual report of the Inland Revenue Commissioners for 
the present year, which has been recently issued, is of peculiar 
interest. The new estate duty occupies a considerable space in 
it, and and one is enabled to ascertain, to some extent, the 
financial results of the new tax, and, to a very much less 
extent, the opinion of Somerset House authorities as to the 
matters in which the Finance Act, 1894, requires amendment. 

Upon the latter point the commissioners are naturally very 
reserved. Sufficient time had hardly elapsed to enable an opinion 
to be formed. But there are indications here and there of views 
on the question. Thus the commissioners, while pointing out 
that aggregation of some kind is if the principle of 
graduation is not to be defeated, say that ‘there may be a great 
variety of opinions as to the extent to which aggregation should 
go—whether, for instance, ry ah in which a deceased person 
had only a life interest should added to property of which he 
had the absolute control, in determining the amount of his 
aggregate estate” ; and they proceed to remark that the appli- 
cation of the principle of ion is “‘ beset with the greatest 
difficulties, legal and administrative,” and that “the provisions 
for carrying aggregation into effect present problems of inter- 
pretation and administration which only time and practice can 
solve, and which, in some instances, no doubt, will only be set 
at rest by authoritative decisions of the courts.” They also 
point out that the settlement estate duty ‘has probably given 
rise to a greater number of difficult questions and been pro- 
ductiye of more eomplications than any other provision 
of the Finance Act of 1894, while its pecuniary results have so 
far been disappointing.” It may, perhaps, be surmised that on 
the points above-mentioned the Somerset House authorities con- 
sider that some change should be made. We observe with much 
surprise that no reference is made in the report to the utterly 
indefensible omission—to which attention has several times been 
called in our columns—to ide in the ere Act, ram" “ 
an allowance against the estate duty in respect of succession du 
paid under comtintallid, In a letter from Sir W. W. Kans- 
LAKE, written in July last, and printed ante p. 620, he referred 
to the “‘ numerous cases ” in which “ the office has had no alter- 
native but to disallow the claim to such allowance.” One 
would suppose that the principle of ordinary honesty which pre- 
vents a trader from asking for payment of his account twice 
over would have some operation even in a revenue office, and 
that, if the law as it stood did not allow them to act upon the 

rinciple, they would lose no opportunity of urging the 
ee should be altered so as to enable them to carry out the 
principle. . ; 

Turning to the financial results of the new death duties, the 
first thing which strikes one is the wonderful accuracy with 
which the first results were foretold. In introducing the 
Budget of "1894 Sir W. Hancovrr stated that he expected the 
change in the system of death duties to result in a net increase 
of revenue from that head of about a million in 1894-95. The 
actual result for 1894-95 was an increase of £960,258. Whether 
his further prediction, that the net increase of revenue from 
this head when the new estate duty had come into full operation 
would be between three and four millions, is equally correct re- 
mains to be seen. It appears that there was a decrease of over eigh- 
teen millions in the brought in for probate in 1894-95 
as compared with 1893-94, and the commissioners are naturally 
much exercised to discover the cause of this falling off. They 
come to the conclusion that it is due to ‘‘a concurrence of 
several causes.” In the first place, people did not die during 

wines or erg eee 
There was a high! rae er ious influenza epidemic in the win 
of that year, whieh aa t to have filled the coffera of the death 
duties office, but the inconsiderate victims paid no regard to the 
fact that the financial year was closing, and postponed their 
demise until after it had closed. The commissioners, however, 
console themselves with the profound reflection that this most 
reprehensible conduct “ does not involve ultimate decrease, 
but merely a in the receipt estate duty.” They 
are cheered by the fact that the receipt of duty di the first 
quarter of 1895-96 has been “abnormally large.” It is pleasing 
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to discover the keen interest with which a severe visitation of 
influenza is watched at Somerset House. 

The next cause assigned for the decrease in the amount of 
property brought in for probate is the unfamiliarity of the 
profession with the new system and with the complicated forms 
of affidavit and accompanying accounts. This might, no doubt, 
to some small extent cause delay in applying for probate, but it 
is wholly insufficient to account for the great decrease. This was 
apparently mainly due to the lower death rate in the twelve months 
affecting the receipts of 1894-95, for it can hardly be supposed 
that the schemes for the evasion of estate duty can have come 
into practical operation to any considerable extent during the 
eight months since the duty was imposed covered by the report. 

© are somewhat diverted to observe the optimistic view taken 
by the authorities as to the probability of the evasion of estate 
duty. The commissioners say that “it is much too soon to form 
any idea of the extent to which the attempt to avoid payment 
of the new estate duty may be carried. Even the ad death 
duties were avoided to an appreciable degree, and the increase 
in the rates of duty necessarily stimulated the already-existing 
a to subtract property from their operation. It is a 

generalization that every increase in the rate of a tax is 
followed by some decrease in the amount of the property or the 
articles subject to it. The results of the Finance Act, 1894, 
will certainly not constitute an exception to this most universal of 
fiscal experiences. But there is as yet no evidence to shew that 
the new estate duty is being avoided to a greater extent than 
was anticipated and allowed for at the time when it was 
im .’ We should like to know whether this is still the 
opinion of the Somerset House authorities. Our own experience 
in practice, and we think that of most of our readers who act 
for clients whose property is considerable enough to be likely to 
bring into force the higher scales of duty, is that there has 
been great activity in making arrangements to minimise the 
amount of estate duty. 

The most interesting point in the report is the disappointment 
of expectations as to the yield of the settlement estate duty. 
It produced only £19,680 in the eight months intervenin 
between the 2nd of August, when it came into operation, an 
the close of the financial year. It is probable, however, as the 
commissioners point out, that the yield will be greater in sub- 
sequent years, as in many cases payment of this duty has been 
deferred in respect of a ied which has already paid the 
ordinary estate duty in full. Still it is very questionable 
whether it was worth while, for any benefit which will accrue to 
the revenue, to inforce so troublesome and complicated a duty 
as the settlement estate duty. . 

There are some other rather curious facts brought out by the 
report. The capital paying estate duty comprised (in round 

) seventy-four millions of ‘personalty and only nine 
millions of realty. There was no estate of over a million paying 
estate duty, but there were 2,986 estates in England between 
£500 and £1,000 which paid estate duty, and no fewer than 
5,117 between £1,000 and £10,000. 

With regard to the valuation of realty, the commissioners say 
that the difficulties have hitherto not proved so great, nor have 
disputes been so numerous, as was predicted at the time when 
the Act was under discussion. The great bulk of the real 

y paid the duty in one sum. 

t may be useful to add that agricultural property was valued 
for the purpose of the duty, on the average, at from eighteen to 
nineteen yerrs’ purchase of the rental, and that ground rents 
were valued, on the average, at twenty-two to twenty-three 
years’ purchase. 





NEW ORDERS, &c. 
PROPOSED NEW RULE UNDER THE COMPANIES ACTS AND 
THE SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE ACTS. 


Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the Rules Publication Act, 
1893, that the following draft rule has been prepared under the 
Companies Acts, 1862 to 1890, and the Supreme Court of Judicature 

DEPOsITIONS OF PERSONS EXAMINED BEFORE THE Court. 

Filing and Custody of Depositions taken at Private Examinations. 

(1.) Notwithstanding anything contained in the Companies 








Winding-up) Rules, 1890-1892, the notes of the depositions of 
Lome cmmnined under section 115 of = Companies Act, 1862, o¢ 
under any order of the co ore the or before any of 
the court, or person appointed to take such an examination ( 
than the notes of the depositions of a m examined at a pu 
examination under section 8 of the Companies (Winding-up) Act, 
1890), shall not be placed on the file of proceedings to be open to 
the i tion of any creditor, contributory, or other person, other 
than the official receiver or liquidator, unless and until the court 
shall so direct, and the court may from time to time give enh nee 
or special directions as it shall think expedient as to the o y and 
inspection of such notes, and the furnishing of copies of extracts 
therefrom. 

(2.) This rule may be cited as the Companies (Winding-up) Rule, 
1895, and shall be read and construed as forming one of the 
Companies (Winding-up) Rules, 1890 to 1892. 

Copies of the above draft rule may be obtained from the Queen’s 
printer. (Gazette, September 17, 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Before the Vacation Judge. 


THE LONDON CIVIL SERVICE AND UNIVERSITY COLLEGE (LIM) | 
v. SAMUEL LUCAS—16th September. 


Pracrice—Urcency—Rrvat Scuo.astic EsTaslisHMEnts—INTERI™ Insunc- 
TION—LEAVE TO ssRvE Notice or Morton wirn Wrir. 


This was an e%, bet application on etal of the plaintiffs for an interim 
injuncti r Tuesday nex the defendant from acceptiig 
any post in any sc ge within the radius of three miles from 
Brixton Commercial College, Holland-road, Brixton,. for five years from 
August 21, 1895, and from founding or establishing, separately or in con- 
junction with another or others, any school or college at Hazelhurst, 14, 
Barrington-road, Brixton, or at any other place within the aforesaid 
radius, and from doing anything directly or in ly to cause the transfer 
of students from the said Brixton Commercial College to the said rival 
establishment of the defendant at Hazelhurst, or elsewhere, or to any other 
rival establishment. 
Hawkins, J.—The defendant cannot do much harm in a week in a case 
like this. I t an interim injunction, but I 
serve notice of m writ for 
. woricrtor, P. J. Rutland. 
{Reported by J. E. Atpovs, Barrister-at-Law.] 


CAHAGNE v. KNOWLES—16th September. 
Practics—Jurispicrion—Insunction— Morton to Dissouve—Oosts. 


This was a ion on of the def: Mr. Mark Knowles, that it 
m declar a picture, the subject-matter o action, known 
as “ Roman ty,” 2 the property of the defendant, and that an 
injunction of the court, grar on August 20 last, reetraining the 
defendant from parting with the possession or selling or otherwise dealing 
therewith until the judgment in the action or further order might be 
dissolved. Upon behalf of the gy the preliminary objection was 
taken that there was no jurisdiction to reverse an order made by a vaca- 


Hawkins, J., said that he declined to determine whether the picture 
peengee A pS pret me 3 or aie 0 bed would trying 
oreover, he could only 

ground that some ; een COIL 
7 ng been laid betore that learned ze. 
refused, an must be refused with costs, as these speculative applica- 
tions ought not to be encouraged.—Counssi, Stephens ; Alexander, Q.O. 
and Horsbrugh. Soxtcrrons, Waddington ¢ Cheesman ; Leach $ Co. 


[Reported by J. E. Aupovs, Barrister-at-Law.) 


Re THE ESTATE OF SARAH WAIGHT (deceased), PUGH v. LINDLEY 
AND HAILSTONE—16th September. 


Recerver—AprroinrMeNt—ApminisTratTion Action—Orpgn ror ADMINIS- 













































TRATION. | 

This was a on behalf of the for an injunction to restrain | 
efendants, their servants and : ents, until the f the action, 

’ t ¥ ng p e p : 
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vyasse, in the City of London, chartered! SSCOUNENT, oF some other fit and 

proper person ht be ¢ nted to receive, go p. ant ootiect Saas 

standing patel ‘ q . 

collect, "an debts now due, ou’ 
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and since her death by the defendants, or one of them, at the Walmer 
Castle public-house aforesaid, and to manage the business, and that the| THE COMMISSIONERS OF INLAND REVENUE ON 
cer of Bdvrard Cecil Moore, nppetetes. Sie Be SS aero oe THE NEW ESTATE DUTY. 
S ta recetver We make the f extracts from the “dighth report of the 
byes the court might seem meet. 5 ome soe Se new duty are ‘either of these features is 
open to os vits that the testatrix, Sarah Waight, at the time o death carried new was a slight element of in the old probate 
» other on business as a licensed victualler at the Walmer Castle public-house, | duty, while the temporary estate duty of 1889 admitted the principle to 
© court which she held from the plaintiff under an agreement for tenancy dated ex oof peeing 8 ree ee ee Aggrega- 
general the 12th of May, 1892, and was possessed of certain stock-in-trade and too, of the oS ee Se ore ee 
dy and effects there. The plaintiff alleged that at the time of her death the -had been recognized in Act. But though neither 
xtracts testatrix was indebted to him in the sum of £134 5s. 2d, for spirits. By ro an oe pe wepenpee Bray by y Aco Be apg horn 4 
ae cold cqpeeneth Do sat Sanh, et Se os Se Act of 1894, carried out in so complete and systematic a manner 
) Rule should not nor would at any time during her a the said | in the of this country. Nigh ghd ong he pan 
f the messuage and anne long, Sen, 2 ee of, either directly Sa But Manone conte that, 
se Be or indirectly, in, upon, out of, or about the messuage or premises | if the principle is to be carried out, 
. thereto onging or any part thereof respectively, any beer, on is inevitable. There may be a great variety of opinions as to 
Jucen’s ale, porter, stout, or other malt liquors whatsoever other than t to which . aggregation should go—whether, for yew gg 
ar 17. such as should have been had or purchased of and been delivered | perty, in which a had a life interest, be 
by the plaintiff. The said agreement was still subsisting. The | added to property, of which Tah tho shotube canieel, bn Astorntaiag 
testatrix died on the 29th of October, 1894, having by will | the amount of estate. But of some sort is 
appointed Joseph Kitchingman executor and trustee thereof, and she be- | evidently necessary if principle of not to be defeated ; 
queathed all her estate to him upon trust for sale and to divide the | for it would be absurd that, under a system of an estate 
——_ equally between her son, the defendant, Arthur Hailstone, and | worth £100,000, £50,000 bey ep Ar £50,000 realty, should pay 
er daughter, the defendant, Lucy Lindley, eq ; duty at a lower rate than an estate of 000, consisting only of - 
renounced, and letters of administration of the estate of the testatrix alty or only of realty. But vpetuotae bese is essential to new 
the will annexed, were granted to the defendant Lucy Lindley on the 12th | system, the application of this is beset with the greatest diffi- 
(LIM) of December, 1894, and she and the said Arthur had carried on | culties, legal and administrative. The greater part of the discussion of 
the said business of the testatrix since the date of her death until the | the Finance Bill of last year in the House of Commons turned upon ques- 
Insunc- present time. The plaintiff claimed to be a creditor of the estate of the | tions of detail arising out of it, and the ee ee 
testatrix for £59 17s. 2d., in + of spirits supplied y a, to the | gation into effect present problems of interpretation and 
ee testatrix, and also alleged that there was due to him from the defendants ee oe oe can solve, and which in some instances, no 
ike for beer supplied, £119 10s. 44. The plaintiff furtber alleged that the | doubt, only be set at rest by authoritative decisions of the courts. 
tag estate of the testatrix, to the best of his belief, was insolvent, and | The experience of eight months, during less than half of which the new 
es from that it consisted solely of the stock and effects at the Walmer | duty was in full operation, does not of course justify any confident anti- 
irs from Castle. An action had been commenced in the Queen’s Bench Division | ci as to its ultimate financial result. It will take a number of years 
Br yg) by one Piper, against the defendants, to recover £300 for money lent 1804, the Okanoslior of the Besbemmor ova In introducing the B of 
iret, 14, and interest, and the plaintiff alleged that, in order to prevent the | 1894, the Chancellor of the stated that he expected the 
foresaid said Piper from levying execution on the said business, and the effects | in the system of death duties to result in a net increase of revenue from 
transfer ook ae thereto, a receiver and manager should be appointed. There | that head of about £1,000,000 in 1894-95, and of between three and four 
sid rival was evidence that the defendants had purchased beer from brewers other | millions a year when the new estate duty had come into full opera- 
ny other than the plaintiff. The defendants alleged that the beer supplied by the | tion. These estimates were, as he pointed , necessarily A, 9 
plaintiff was of such bad quality as to be unsaleable. By the writ of | proximate. “The po ge of the succession duty,” he said, 
a ee summons the plaintiff claimed (1) an injunction; (2) ; (3) ad- | 80 largely ~~ the ee formed of it; and which 
leave to 7 ministration of the reonal estate of fhe testatrix; (4) a receiver | has not yet three-fourt © is a engetan tone 
obtae,.. and manager. No order for administration had yet been made. Upon ago, @ lesson of caution and diffidence the 
behalf of the plaintiff it was said that it Pp to go into cen. ie ee ee have so little experience to 
the question whether the beer was good or bad (for which purpose it | guide us.” The actual result for 1894-95, so far as imperial taxation was 
would be n to answer the defendants’ affidavits), but the appoint- , was an increase of £960,258 on the total yield of the death 
ment of a receiver in the form given in $ Co. v. Redgrave (18 Ch. D. | duties, other than legacy and succession duties, as compared with 1893- 
— 547) was asked for. This would prevent Piper puttingin execution. The | 94. The te and account duties, which, as has been explained, 
‘ai object was that all creditors should share equally. That could be effected | were no — on the estates of persons dying after 
8, that it by an administration order (which could not be o Ist of August, fell by £1,254,699. The — estate duty 
» known by conse he appointment OL bhe receiver asked for. The estate | of 1889, which was similarly affected by the Act, fell off 4 
that an was insolvent, and it was just that a rece nould be appointed. Upon £566,622. On the other hand the new astate brought in £2, le 
ing the behalf of the defendants it was said that the was not a creditor, | It will be seen from Statement I. in the append thet the total ennount 
> dealing as he had long since been paid. He was not entitled to a receiver or toan | of capital pa estate ~~ ES 1894-5 was (in round thousands) 
night be administration order. The authorities were against the oggeintment of a ,604,000. Of this £74,341,000 was personalty and £9,263,000 realty. 
lon was receiver before an administration order had been made. The defendants | Of the £74,341,000 , £68,779,000 was in the United 
y & Vaca were willing to pay £50 into court without prejudice to any question in by will, or under intestacy for the Finance 
sicher the action. Upon behalf of the plaintiff the offer made by the defendants ope Fy have been subject to = duty; the seen 
B , was acce 7 ,562,000, was , which under J state of things 
e action. uf Mawaien, J., caid that he i ort of subject to eve some part of ‘would been to 
pen the i= roposition that the COU ‘ ta eceiver DeIoOl an adminis‘ - an equi t charge the shape of account duty. These 
of some ; er had bee e. On the contrary, Upon reference to the Ant however, do not represent the true proportions of the different kinds 
m ust be ce he foun down in the note to ord. 50, r. 16, that a receiver cause aa toad Sa only show the amount 
applica- would got be appointed merely because the executors did not admit assets, | of each which actually paid that the year. Bats con- 
r, 2.0, and so ao to posrent their preferring one creditor over another. For this | siderable amount of ng any was declared, and taken into account in 
statement Philips v. Jones (28 Sottcrrors’ Jovnnat 360) was cited, in which ren boom of duty on the estates comprising it, on which payment 
the Court of Ap dissented from the dictum of Jessel, M.R., in Re | was . ‘The Finance Act of 1894 oe eta ete seb 
Radcliffe (7 Ch. D. 733), that the onl: ag > Re eS ee hie afiitanit onl paging SOG Si Stee ee eer 
INDLEY was for the plaintiff in creditor’s admin tion action to obtain a receiver | to state, to the his ability, the nature and amount of the other 
immediately after issue of writ. Upon the whole the authorities seemed | property of the deceased, _—— duty on ow may be 
: oan to be the appointment of a receiver before an order for administra- ee 3s ae See persons than the . The Act ; 
7 tion had been made. In the present case the order would be that upon | likewise allows the qotete Gate 00 taal pregusty to bo ceed 
s the defendants undertaking to pay into court within seven days the sum:| over a period of t years. The consequence of arrangements is 
restrain of £50, without udice to any question in the action, the motion should Oe i ee ee dees sacle ae eee 
| aos eae so He ae aon in nav} dueorechel eae Ee ont WO be en ee sats salve » on which the duty ¥ 
ly or in unsEL, H. , Q.0., and Harman ; Stewart-Smith. Soxscrrors, - actually be paid subsequent 
a8 ton, Sons, § Lendon ; J. Green. The amount of personalty fell off considerably in 194-95 compared 
ath [Reported by J. E. Arpovs, Barrister-at-Law.] with 1893-94. ‘ 
stout or ——— 
aie been The committee of the Bengal Chamber of Commerce have the} 1m 1808-Ohitwas. . . +. + + + | 160,688,000 
« , —_ 
ye Times, forwarded to Mr. Justice Mathew a of a circular ‘which has In he wategten a : 72, 642,000 
harsh been issued to members of the chamber in of the introduction Subject to New ny AS 7 ca rrs000} 141,421,000 
y Beer into the High Court of Calcutta of the rules of procedure intended for the litete : 
ft aad establishment of a separate list of commercial cases, after the example of "18,267,000 
pape the High Court of Judicature and the Bench over which Mr. Justice Demme. + 8 lt ts ’ 
i a Mathew ._ The committee of the Calcutta Chamber point out the | A good deal of discussion has taken place as to the cause of this falling 
“ great service which has been rendered to the community | off, and to some extent any of the decrease must remain hypo- 
ioaen a yar 6 the passing of the Act, by which the new arrangement was intro- | thetical. As far, however as the evidence at our command enables us to 
or death, duced by the Legislative Council on Jyly 25, judge, it would seem that the result indicated is due to a concurrence of 
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several causes. In the first-place, there was a lower death-rate in the 
twelvemonth affecting the receipts of 1894-95 than in the twelvemonth 
immediately preceding. It is true that the winter of 1894-95 was, 
like that of 1893-94, marked by an influenza epidemic, accompanied 
&@ month or six weeks of abnormally high death-rate. But while in 
1893-94 that epidemic occurred in December and January, and therefore 
made itself felt, as far as property brought in for probate was concerned, 
within the financial year 1893-94, the epidemic of the present year 
occurred in February and March, and had not time to produce any appre- 
ciable effect within the financial year 1894-95. In the next place there 
is no doubt that upon the first introduction of the new estate duty there 
was an inevitable retardation of the process of bringing in property for 
— and paying duty thereon. e forms of affidavit leading to pro- 
and the accompanying accounts are more numerous and more com- 
plicated than they were under the old law, and the mere fact that a new 
tem has been introduced, with which the public and the legal profes- 
are not yet thoroughly familiar, must, at the outset at any rate, cause 
delay. In so far as the decrease in the amount of property brought in 
for probate in 1894-95 is due to either of the two causes just mentioned, 
it does not, of course, involve any ultimate decrease, but merely a post- 
ponement, in the receipt of estate duty. And that the decrease in ques- 
was, to a great extent at any rate, due to these causes, is proved by 
the fact that the amount of eety so brought in, and the receipt of duty, 
during the first quarter of 1895-96 ave been abnormally large. But it is 
im: le to ignore the likelihood, which, indeed, almost amounts to a 
certainty, that the diminution of property brought in for probate is, to 
some extent, due to an increased tendency on the part of rich persons 
either to evade the estate duty by various devices, or simply to escape it 
by giving away a portion of their property in their lifetime. Now such 
whether they fail or succeed in withdrawing property from 
estate duty altogether, must in any case diminish the amount of such pro- 
which contributes to the local taxation account, and which is con- 
to ty in the United Kingdom ——_ by will or under 
intestacy. It is much too soon to form any idea of the extent to which 
the attempt to avoid payment of the new estate duty may be carried. 
Even the old death duties were avoided to an appreciable degree, and the 
imcrease in the rates of duty necessarily stimulated the already existing 
tion to subtract y from their operation. It is a safe 
ion that every increase in the rate of a tax is followed by some 
in the amount of the property, or the articles, subject to it. The 
results of the Finance Act, 1894, will certainly not constitute an — 
to this most universal of fiscal experiences. But there is as yet no evidence 
to show that the new estate duty is being avoided to a greater extent 
than was anticipated and allowed for at the time when it was imposed. 
The two only other points in connection with the new estate duty, which 
to call for special remark at the present time as being absolute 
ities in our fiscal system, are the extra duty of one ag cent. imposed 
settled pro , and the valuation of realty, which, except ina few 
arising under the temporary estate duty of 1889, had not hitherto 
charged on its cai aot elne. The additional one per cent. on 
property has he ir dl given rise to a greater number of difficult 
questions and been productive of more complications than any other 
of the Finance Act of 1894, while its pe! results have so 
been disappointing, for it yielded only £19,680 in the period inter- 
between the 2nd of August and the close of the financial year. 
The yield of the extra one per cent., will, however, without doubt be 


TL 


th 


much in future years, as in many cases the payment of it has been 
deferred in respect of property which has y paid the ordinary 
estate duty in full. With regard to the valuation of realty, on the other 


hand, the difficulties have hitherto not proved so great nor have disputes 
been so numerous as was predicted at the time when the Act was under 
discussion. As has been stated above, the amount of realty on which the 
new estate duty was paid during the year was £9,263,000. The great 
bulk of this ey ae the duty in one sum, only a small he awe 
consisting 0 _— of estates which have chosen to pay by instalments. 
Of the realty thus paying duty within the year, upwards of £2,000,000 
was agricultural property, valued, on the average, at from eighteen to 
nineteen years’ purc of the rental; less than half a million consisted 
of ground rents, valued, on the average, at twenty-two to twenty-three 


years’ Se peoened while the bulk, upwards of £6,000,000, of 
residential property and business premises. 





LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Tuomas Cnrosstey Rayner, Puisne Judge of the Supreme Court of 
the Gold Coast Colony, has been appointed Chief Justice of the Colony of 
Lagos. 

Mr. Zaccanta Roncausr, LL.D., and Mr. Giovanni Putiicino, LL.D., 
have been appointed two of Her Majesty’s Judges for the Island of 


Mr. Rosset Bannatyne Fintay, Q.0., M.P., Solicitor-General for 
has received the honour of Knighthood. 


. Hazry Bonxry Poianp, Q.C., has received the honour of Knight- 


: 


Lf 


Sept: 21, 1895. 4 





he made the following remarkable statement :—‘‘ My theory of the Jack 
the Ripper murders was that they were the work of a ous — am 
these women. 


who fancied that he had some grudge to poy 
I proposed this theory first in London at etters from every quarter. 
Alter the third murder I got one signed ‘Jack the Ripper,’ saying y 
* This week you shall hear from me.’ The police at Scotland Yard 
the same letter ‘in the same handwriting, which proved also to be 
same writing that was found on the arches in itechapel after the 
murders were committed. One of the people who wrote to me at that 
time was a lodging-house keeper. He said that a young medical student 
lived with him, and he described this man’s actions on the nights when 
the first three murders occurred. At each time he had gone from the 
house differently dressed, and had come back with his shoes and 
clothes covered with blood. He was a religious monomaniag 
and went to St. Paul’s Cathedral every morning. He came 
home after the murders, changed his clothes, and got out of 
the house in time to go to early service. The men that kept the 
lodging-house told me these facts. I investigated them and found 
them to be true. I got a pair of the man’s shoes that were covered 
with human blood. After the third murder the medical student dis. 
ap and no trace could be found of him. I went to Scotland Yard 
and asked them to assist me in the matter and put an officer at my dis- 
= so that we could look for the man ; but they refused to do that, and 
was unwilling to undertake the whole thing myself. Later, I wrote to 
one of the new an account of this young man and my th 
the way in which the murders were committed. From that time 
was not another murder, and that strengthened me more than ever in the 
belief that I could hit upon the right man. Somewhat later the body of 
this medical student was found in the Thames. He had drowned 








WAkNING TO INTENDING House Purcnasers AND Lzessees.—Before pur- 
chasing or renting a house, have the Sanitary 
rt from The Sanitary Engineering Co. (Carter Bros 


Arrangements thorough] 
Examined by an Ex ,, 
65, Victoria-street, Westminster. Fee for a London house, 2 guineas; 
country by arrangement. (Established 1875.)—[Apvr.] 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
MARRIAGE. 

Jack—Peacock. 18th, at 8t. John’s Church, Sidcup, by the Rev. W. Hampton 
Chambers, D.D., vicar of St. Anne’s, Holloway, assisted 3 the Rev. Shirley Woolmer, 
M.A., vicar of Sidcup, Robert Alexander Jack, 37, Great net gga London, second 
son of Thomas Jack, J.P., Dunkeld, N.B., to Frances Elizabeth, elder daughter of 
Thomas Francis Peacock, F.8.A., Sidcup and Gray’s-inn. 





Otp anp Rang Fire Insurances Poxicres, &c., wanted to complete a 
— by letter, to A. R. C., 76, Cheapside, London. — 
DVT. 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—Frivay, Sept. 13: 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lurrep 1 CHancery. ° 

Mancuester Bonemtaw Civs Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 7, to 
send their names and addresses, and the i of their debts or claims, to Percy 
Edmund Land, 64, Cross st, Manchester. Preston & Son, solors for liquidator 

Srannantzs or Cornnwatt. 
Uwtimirep in CHancery. 

New Park or Mixes—Petn for winding up, presented Sept 5, directed to be heard at the 
Prince’s Hall, Truro, on Tuesday, Sept 24, at 10. Chilcott & Sons, Truro, solors for 
petner. Notice of appearing must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in the 
afternoon of Sept 23 

FRIENDLY SOCIETY DISSOLVED. 
Livy or THe Vatiey Lopes, Accrington District of the National Independent Order of 
Oddfellows, Black Bull Hotel, King st, Accrington, Lancaster. Aug 31 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Sept. 17. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luarep m Cmanczry. 

uired, on or before Oct 25, to 

their 


Ecovomic Suoxe ess Fine Co, Limrrgp—Creditors are 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars o: debts or claims, to Mr 
oo 100, Shaftesbury avenue. Romer & Haslam, Copthall chmbrs, solors 
or 
Exoixeeaine Surety Co, Linrrzp—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 30, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of debte or claims, to Frank Brown, 
Finkle chmbrs, Stockton on Tees. ateon & Co, Stockton on Tees, solors to liquidator 
Perroteum Weiis or Geruaxy Sywvicate, Linrrzp—Creditors are req l, On OF 
before Oct 31 to send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Edward Cecil Moore, 3, Crosby sq. Jacobs & Levinsohn, 8t Helen’s place, 
solors for liquidator 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day ov Cram. 
London Gasette.—Fuivay, Sept. 13. 
Axpnrw, Roru, Mossley, York Oct 10 Hyde, Stalybridge 
Aauivcz, Hexry Wri114ms, Burnt Ash rd, Lee Oct 12 Mann, Chatham 
Batt, Wu11sm Hewey, Birmingham, Licensed Victualler Oct2i Jeffery, Birmingham 





GENERAL. 
In the course of a read by Dr. Forbes Winslow before the Con- 
gress of the Medics . Society (reported in the Albany Law Journal), 


Basserr, Jauzs, Rochester, Solicifor Oct 10 Basset & Boucher, Rochestet 
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Baowxixe, Exaa Larrria, St Helen’s trree, Mile End rd Oct 29 Eldridge & Sons, 
Newport, I of W 


CanrENTER, ny ae rd, Acton Sept 27 Johnson & Dowding, Moorgate st 
(annopus, Joun Tre.apy, Camden road, Violinist Oct 21 Griffith, Brighton 

Oxanx, Exiza, Lincoln Oct 31 Toynbee & Co, Lincoln 

Cranxe, Jonw Crrzmzn, Abingdon, Berks, Gent Oct 9 Ponsford, Washford, near 
tg ~——f Banstead, Surrey Novi Gregson, London 

Davotersu, Mantua, Masham, York Oct9 Calvert & Son, Masham 

Eutis, Reszoca Jane, Beverley, York Decl7 Leak & Co, Hull 

Exwor, Tomas, Commercial rd, East, Contractor Oct 31 Ashbridge, Whitechapel 


Harris, ALrRep to Sage Head yard, Southwark, Railway Contractor Oct 15 
Simpson & 
Bourwoo, Banpana Hewnierta, Belle Vue rd, Wandsworth Octi4 Dowson & o, 


Hoorsr, Tiesaneen Ayn Fixes, Bath Oct 22 Stone & Co, Bath 

Hoveiey, Toomas, Bristol Nov 12 Cross, Bristol 

Jacos, Anruur, South Side, Clapham Common, Civil Engineer Oct 7 Walker & Co, 
Jones, Joux, Bronwylfa, Ruthin, Corn Merchant Novi Lloyd & Roberts, Ruthin 
Jonzs, Gzoncx ar Eytow Panay, Whitchurch, Salop,Gent Novl Bygott, Wem 
Ke.ty, Joseeu Henny, Liverpool Oct 13 Forshaw, Liverpool 

Eooens, Weasam, Sunderland, Coal Merchant Oct14 Trewhitt & Robson, Sunder- 


Lioyp, Eurty Sanan, Westbourne terrace Nov 30 Twisden & Co, Russell sq 

Mansox, We.surn, Dewsbury, York, Innkeeper Oct12 Ellis, Dewsbury 

Manswaut, Dr Jouy, Dover, Surgeon Novi7 Lewis & Pain, Dover 

Marstoyx, Rev Epwarp, Chester Octi Barker & Rogerson, Chester 

Posser, CuristopHer WiiL14M James, Loughborough, Jeweller Oct 14 Moss, Lough- 


a, Sheffield, Builder Nov5 Rodgers & Co, Sheffield 

Quick, Louisa, Jermyn st Oct 10 Hores & Pattisson, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Reap, Frepenicx, Marylebone rd, Tailor Oct 23 Swinford Francis, Marylebone rd 
Simons, James, Belmont Sutton, Surrey, Florist Oct 14 Headley, Bedford row 
Semcune, » anes Vanburgh Park, Blackheath,Esq Oct 15 Van Sandau & Co, King 


Peemrese, Rev Witu1am Hamitrox, Warwick Novi Exham & Sons, Cork 
Warsow, Sanan, Durham Oct 31 Bell & Sons, Sunderland 

Wuirrttz, Exvizasers, Chester Oct 1 Barker & Rogerson, Chester 

Wisox, James Henry, Bradford, Chemist’s Assistant Oct 11 Freeman, Bradford 
Wisox, Cuar.otrs Jutia, Kent Oct 31 Wade & Co., Essex 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Sept. '17. 


Ams, Booman, Radcliffe, Lancs, Cotton Manufacturer Oct 31 Grundy & Co, Man- 
cheste 





Asuros, Wi.114m Manx, Didsbury, nr Manchester, Esq Oct 29 Cunliffes & Greg, Man- 
Runes, Taomas Cusrrr, Walcott, Norfolk, Landowner Oct 18 Jackson & Oo, Old 
PAPI, — bmg Eurty Axx, Torquay Nov1 Lindop, Torquay 


Cigar, Manta, Meldreth, Cambridge Oct 21 Gion & Matthew, Cambridge 
Cock, Henny Josern, Hatfield, Hertford, Esq Oct 12 Smith & Co, Finsbury cireus 


Dattox, Rossart, Durham, Licensed Victualler Oct 12 Shortt & Fenwicke, 
Dossox, Exiza, Lincoln Oct 11 Woeite, Boston 


Gu.sert, Bexon1, Brampton, Derby, Nurseryman Oct7 Bell & Co, Bourne 
Gittemayp, Josern La, ee en, Croydon, Surgeon Dentist Nov 1 Armstrong, 
Guover, Francis, Chester, Shipper Oct 28 Chew & Sons, Manchester 
Grover, Jonny WeaTuerap, Chester, Shipper Oct 28 Chew & Co, Manchester 
Gorpox, Grace, Lancaster Nov 11 Greenhalgh & Cannon, Bolton 

Gazen, Taomas Joszrn, Eastbourne, Gent Oct 25 Crump & Son, Philpot lane 
Groom, Ricuarp, Wellington, Salop, Timber Merchant Nov 7 Wall Hiatt, Wellington 
Hopason, Many Axwe, Scarborough Oct 26 Turnbull & Moody, Scarborough 

Hyos, Joszru, Bristol, Blacksmith Oct 21 Bobbett Bros, Bristol 

Kay, Roszrr, Denbigh, Calico Printer Oct 1 Needham & Co, Manchester 
Kemp, Rev Jouw, York Oct3i Scholefield & Co, Batley 

Lag, James, Lancaster, Farmer Oct 25 Marsh & Son, Leigh 

Lowsoy, Janz, Durham Oct81 Bell & Sons, Sunderland 

Mawuey, Carnentve Dauixeton, Hendon Oct 17 Sandom & Co, Gracechurch st 
Manxt.e, Exaa, Birmingham, Shopkeeper Sept 30 Green & Williams, Birmingham 


Neusox, Horatia Mary, Ilfracombe, Devon Nov 4 Nelson & Sons, Temple chmbrs, 
Temple avenue 


Newnay, Wit.1am, Brighton, G.nt Oct17 Lamb & Gates, Brighton 
Padewem, The Rev Witt1am, Rotherham, Yorks Oct 31 Willis, Wellzate, Rother- 


Ross, Tuomas, Leicester, Joiner Nov1 Rimmington & McAlpin, Leicester 

Seasox, James, Moortown, nr Leeds, Slate Merchant Oct 15 Tunnicliffe & Co, 

Saaw, Henry Vincent, Worksop, Ironmonger Nov12 Hodding & Co, Worksop 

Trume.e, Tuomas Suzpuerp, Prestwich, Restaurant Proprietor Nov1 Needham & Co, 
Manchester . 


Tu.x, Grores, Sherborne, Gent Oct 10 J & E A Ffooks, Sherborne 

Waps, Watrer, Stanley cum Wrenthorpe, nr Wakefield Nov5 Nelson & Co, Leeds 

Wannes, Wassnes Davis, Burgess Hill, Sussex, Esq Oct 15 Markby Stewart & Co, 

Witrams, Avice, Wrexham Oct 14 Barker & Rogerson, Chester 

Wasagm, by te Daniet, Liantrithyd Rectory, nar Cowbridge, Glam Oct 14 Rees & 
wi 

Weseanenee. Manoanret, Highfield Kersal,nr Manchester Oct 25 Dendy & Paterson, 








Pooie, Hzaperr, , Tobacco Merchant Leicester ; Ketp, Wittiam Timber Merchant Pay 
BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. ut, Haupenr, Leicester, | 2, Wit1ax, Searborough, Timber Merchant Sept 
London Gasette.—Faivay, Sept. 13. x Pane possneen, Eastbourne Eastbourne x Py 2 Mania, and Exiza ¥ Ae Chiswell st, 
Sept Brush Manufacturers Sept 20 Bankruptcy 
dams, Jone Rowano, Lees, Frit Moran 6 eg a ns seat Marie 
ues, Joun Eowargp, t t Leeds Pet rapes NC. 
Sept 1 11 Ord Sept 11 an Rosixsox, Freperick, ghemcld Lam P Dealer Sheffield 1130 Om Reo —y 
Baryett, Maurice, Camden rd, Bank Clerk High Court Lees, Groner re Ste at 18 ++, 
Pet July 15 Ord <n Seweir, Wacrer Sowers, Teignmouth, Outfitter Exeter bidgs, Carey > -aapsccens 
Beevey, Emma Mase, ester Manchester Pet Sept Pet 9 Ord a ngien — oom yon, sk Be Broker Sept %ati2 Of 
1 Ord ll Tomson, ens ull, Engineer ame & Tees 


in Pet Septii Ord Sept it 
ama Victualler Maidstone 
1 Ord Sept 11 


Rad 2B, Liv , Publican’s Manager Liver- 
pool Pet ll rd Sept ll 
Crospie, James, 
Sept 10 


1 
Biaxey, Heyry, Lincoln, Malted Oatmeal Manufacturer Kingston Per aug at at Prd a |. 
Linco Wuartuovuesn, a + 
Pet Sept 9 Ord 


Dae Bape tl Osa Bane Wipe, Jos Taomas, 
9 Ord Sept 9 ‘ 


Journeyman Joiner Liverpool 
Pet Ord 10 Sept 7 
Curr, Groncz Henry, Bristol, Chemist Bristol Pet Sept | Wi.rsuime, Exveazar, Devizes, Tobacconist Bath Pet 
11 Ord 1 Sept 9 Ord Sept 9 


1 
wee 0 Groner, Boscombe, Coal Merchant Poole Pet 
Sept 9 Ord Sept 9 ORDER RESCINDING 


Srroae, Henry, 
<= we ~ r~ Tredegar, Mon, Grocer Tredegar | Joyzs, Wiii1am, Albert rd, Dalston. High Court Rec mote ee 
9 


Sept 11 
“a » aby and Joun Puiturs, Nantymoel, Glam, 
Grocers Pet Sept 10 Ord Sept 10 
Faayxuix, Atpert Epwarp, Gloucester, Tea Dealer 
Gloucester Pet Sept9 Ord Sept 9 
Gotpmay, “ia Tailor Birmingham Pet 
9 Ord Beary, portend 


upon Hull, Shell aids Dealer 11 23, Colmore row, 
Pet Sept 9 Ord Be Crappock, Tuom. 
Famet, Mon 
Denon, HARD, 


Horxixs, T i rt, Newsagent 
HOMAS. e ew 
Hows iter hn Cardiff P 
OWE, ipbrokers et A atll off 
80° Ord ‘ - Dixow, Rossrr, a 
Kine, Ayn Sliesa, and Exiza Mary Kixe, Pet Sept Ord 
Brosh Manufacturers High Court 
Kironex, Bensamin, paeie, Boot Manufacturer Leeds 
cas » ons - 
KOCINSKI, Leow, otting ll, Optician High Court 
Pet Aug 20 Ord Sept mo 
Lawaznor,. 23°" Ond Sept Hehe rd, Butcher High Court 
23 
caw, Wituam, Pon pea Mon, jsommeel Victualler 


Mon Pet 
Lucas, Cuances Granam Ghorruer, 


veller High Court Pet Aug 16 Ord Sept 11 
Masoy, i Aacuve, Tavistock “Brotel, Oo vent Garden 


Aug 23 Ord Sept il 
Agent | Hewasox, 


mses, Hersert James, Norwi 
ll 
oy gam, Bacnatey, Butcher Barnsley Pet Sept 


Ord July 15 Rese Sept 


oa seman Cuares, 
at3.30 Off 


Hewick, eenens 


ea Emity 
Hee, ai, Henry, 
Gvover, Faaxx Epwanrp, 
Crewe 
GuLp, 
Hammonp, Tuou 


2 atll Of 
Harvey, Ricwaro, 


Ord Sept 11 


Sept 10 12 Ui te, Te Newborough st, Scarborough a Pet go 





i Wiuiam, Hartington, Innk: Burton 
Bet Sevt 11" Ord Septit on Test | MPs Coen, Feomeaiee 





FIRST MEETINGS. 
4, 


. on Commission Agent 
Sept 26 at 11.30 Off Rec, lane, Neweastie on 


house 
at3 yy ath a | 


» Hawker Sept25at 11 Bank- 


Paes 


Maso 26, Cemmensieh Shoveien 
jReatectes vldge, Ouseg ab 


Yorks Sheffield Pet Sept Surg, Manni, and Nevaus Sari 


wm. Davo Base 
Sept 23 


Pet Sept 7 Ord 


RECEIVING ORDER. 


Southampton, Cycle Maker 


Dental Surgeon Sept 23 at Trevkavex, 





opt So at 18 Oa 
Stationer Sept 27 at 10.90 


Malted 
bey Hi 5 In, Music Lincoln Sept 
Sept 30 at li Bankruptcy blige, Oarey Boeyeter, Was tans fot Salford Pet Sept 
rapcy den Ouest Sept | Baaproro, Heyay, 


Cycle Agent Sept 24 at 
2 at 11.30 | Couzrwsox, Gronos 





Leeds, Slipper . 

Off Rec, 22, Park row, 
Wi.ioveusy, Caries Suet, en 4 upon Hull te ; 
Painter’ Ki Hall =e Mfr 5 Hewert, Teignmouth, Outfitter Sept 
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Daxter, Teron As, prone st, Builder High Court Pet 

Dorr, Wiruan cara ey me Tronmonger Liver- 

Epw. gp on ee Mon, Grocer> Tredegar 

ARDS, ‘ABD, 

Pet Sept 11 Tralee, 

Evans, Jonx, and Jony Parurs, Nantymbel, Glam, 
Grocers Cardiff Pet Sept10 Ord Sept 10 

Fraxxim, A.sert Teadealer 
Gloucester Pet Ord Begs 

Hawkins, Farpenicx onthe Butcher Gnuild- 
ford Pet Aug 28 Ord Sept 9 

Hewicx, Gaotene = ee Shell Fish Dealer 
Kingston upon Ord Sept 9 

Hiesgsectenee, Aue Saanes. | 8t Melon, Mon, Farmer Car- 


as Twouat Newport Mon, Newsagent Newport, 

Jonna, Hes’ 2 po bdll and eal Krex, Hanover sq, 
High Court Pet Augi4 Ord Sept 9 

oer Sern, Golear, nr Hudders‘feld, Commission 


Huddersfield ' Pet Ang 8 Ord Bept 9 


ie F oro James, Ni Commission’ Agent 
Norwich Pet Sept 10 Ona Bent’ 


Ome ee Butcher Barnslep Pet Sept 


Penoutty-Maxvett, J C, Strat Norf Maj 
eepaiaiet eens ite 


oa Pet June 24 
1LL14M, Hartington, Derby, Innkeeper Burton on 
PET Tent Ord Sept 11 


Pooxe, Bay JR, Tobacco Merchant Leicester 
Pet Sept 11 Ord sept 11 
Reap, Waiter, Bournemouth, Coal Merchant Poole 
Pet Aug 14 Ord Sept 7 
ARLES, Bowness on Windermere, Licensed 
er Kendal Pet Sept 9 Ord Sept 10 
Seweit, Waiter Hewett, Teignmouth, Outfitter Exete 
Pet Rept 9 Ord Sept 9 " 
Waynes, Deowes Joszrn, Oldham, Hosier Oldham 
w Pet f. ape og 1 
Mas. ag HARLES THomas, Pot Best 
a Hall Pet t7 "Bed Sept 7 


vizes, Tobacconist. 


ae 


Wirrsaree, Exveazan, 
Bept 9 Ord Sept 9 


London Gasette.—Tuxspay, Sept. 17. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Banyes, Faancis ee. Dorsetshire, Farmer Poole 
Pet Sept 12 Ord Sept 12 
Besven, James gy we a Coal Merchant Halifax 


Buona, een, 3 Mon, Taker Newport PetSept 12 Ord 

Boszan, Coser — Leicester, Tailor Derby Pet 

Baows, Atzeet Heway, Bristol, Boot Manufacturer Bris- 
tol Pet 12 Ord Sept 12 


Coxox, — oy Gunsmith Wrexham Pet 
Sept 12 Sept 12 

Dass, Ee. aceon, Butcher High Court Pet Sept 

tr Beye 18 Fecunn, Ealing Brentford Pet Sept 14 

Evans, a Mon, Farm Bailiff Tredegar Pet Sept 14 


Sue cath rhe Cc ¥ Manuf. h 
ER, 4 acturer Hi 
Court Pet Aug 10 Ord B 4 Paw 

Goal Miner Wakefield 
Builder Greenwich Pet Aug 


i1L1u1am Jarvis, Holton le Clay Lines, 
Gt Pet Sept 12 Ord 
Me paker’s 


Court ee hy, Ord Sept 12 
High Court Pet Aug 13 


Dorset, Coal Merchant 

set Bept 18 8 Ged Bont 13 sp 

Mehun if Ool Bae Bedford sq, Author High Court 
jase. rey eee, Contractor Bristol Pet Sept 12 


2 
Racxuam, Epwarp Ciemext, Gorleston, Norfolk, Florist 
Gt Yarmouth Pet Sept 13 Ord Bepé 13 
Ratcuirrr, ray am Luton, Painter Luton Pet 


Sept 12 
ee Boston Spa, Farmer York Pet Aug 


20 Sept 14 
Suattwoop, Taomuas Eowanp, Merchant New- 


on Tyne Pet Sept 12 Ord Sept 12 
Gone See 4 Ey mye Nuneaton, Grocer Coventry Pet 
Surrn, ArtTuun Vickeas, ington err Tobacconist 
upon cept It 0 —> 
ee Bouse, — Devon, Butcher Exeter Pet 


orks, Ghat hee Scar- 
4 ond Bebe at 
oy femme High Coust 
Pio no erent nt lis ~ 
-_ - Pa hed in the Lon. 


J Hexnrr, De 
Pisuze, yh me Demsbary, | Dewsbury 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
ES 26, Dek Cink: Bept 25 at 11 


Sept 25 at 11.30 24, 


Baaserr, Maver 


F Sept 24 at 1 





Buaxey, Hewry, Lincoln, Malted Oatmeal Manufacturer 
Oct 2at12 Off Rec, 31, Silver st, Lincoln 

Brawam, Roca Heneeer, Leicester r, Tailor. Sept 21 at 
2.30 Off Rec, 8t James’s chmbrs, Derby 

Dictibe. Watres Hervey, Btourbridge, Clerk Sept 25 
at 2 Talbot Hotel, 

Brows, Maszypre, Oxfordshire, Gent Sept 24 at 12 

Office, 1, St Aldate’s, Oatord 

Carrer, Eocar Wirii4u, Coachbuilder Sept 25 at 
12.45 To Col: 

Cotuinson, Gzonos Henry, upon Hull, ged 

vit y House lane,‘ 


Sept 25 at 12.30 Off Rec, 
Crawe, Rosert, Norfolk, yk Rept wBati2 Of Ree, 
8, st, Ni Wooeish” 
reas nomas, Everton, Liverpool, Publican’s Mana- 
Sept 25 at 12 Off Ree, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Cu ri, Gronan Heway Bristol, Chemist Sept 26 at 2 


ru bl 
Rousse Sean th Shore, Blackpool, Grocer Oct 
ll at2.90 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 


Epwarps, Joserg, Walsall, Tea Dealer Sept 26 at 11.30 
E atin Treforest, Glam, Gi Sept 24 at 12 
vans, ELIZABETH, rover ° a 
65, High st, Merthyr Tyafl 


Frayxum, Atpert Epwarp, Gloucester, Tea “Dealer 
Sept 24at4 Off Rec, 15, King st, Gloucester 
Gm Jou, Royston, ee Sept 24 at 
Off Ree, 6, 


rn 8 3D wall, Parmer Sept 
e 4 TRPHEN, er 
2%atil 10, Atheneum trrce, oiwouth 
‘ord, Notts, 


Rages Gus Water, West 


Bridgf 

—— t 24 at 12 Off Rec, St Peter's Church 

k, Notting! m 

HARGREAV ES, pom Wim, Keighley, Gent Sept 25 at 

™ ll bg tee 5 "Doss, Maston B >, SE Sept 96 

ERRING, ROBERT aoe 

at 11 Off Ree, 8, Al het ad Middle Midatecborough 

Hesxeru, Ricuarp, "B Book Canvasser Oct 3 at 
1.30 Exchange Hotel, icholas at 

Hewick, Greoroz, m upon Hull, 8 a, Dealer 
Sept 2%ati2 Off Trinit; lane, Hull 

Howakgp, Wit1.14u, TL itecborough, Bales Salesman Sept 24 at 

8.30 Off Rec, Ogden’s chmbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 

Kyipz, Fraycis Samvugt Caaries, Wolverhampton, Pub- 
lisher Sept 24 at 12 ny toy, Wolverhampton 

Koxoctxext, Leon, ~q hey , Optician Sept 26 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey 

Larxixs, W R, Danie, ps Sept 26 at 11.30 24, Rail- 
way app, London B: 

Lawsenon JosEpa, highene rd, Butcher Sept 24 at 11 
Bankruptcy bldgs, 

Locas, CoarLes Gaanamu ; Gacswenr, Fulham, Commercial 
Traveller Sept 24 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Manes, oe Joun Anrruur Cent Garden Sept 26 at 11 


Morey, neta, ‘orks, Colliery Agent Sept 24 at 10 
Off , 8, Back Regent st, Barnsley 


Oates, WiL11AM, — a Sept 24at10.15 Off 
Ree, 3, Back t st, Barnsl 


wad Labourer Sept 27 at 2.15 


Perr, Waits, Derbyshire, Innkeeper ques ot 11.45 
Midland Hotel, arene st, Burton on 
Poo.e, eee Leicester, Tobacco Marchant Sept 24 at 
12.30 Off Ree, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 
Risnworrs, Hexry, he ~ feed Sept 27 at 1230 Off 
Rec, 28, Stonegate, Yor! 
Rosixsox, Farpasio, Sheffield, lone pute Sept 25 at 
3.30 Off Figtree lane, Sheffiel 
Skipper, pesisvact Covent Garden vad 26at12 Bank- 
ruptey bldgs, Carey st 
—- Henny Atraep, Nuneaton, Grocer Sept 24 at 12 
ff Rec, 17, Hertford st, Coventry 
Semm, Grorae, Crediton, Butcher Sept 26 at 11 Off 
eT Kingston Hull, Coal Mercha 
tocks, Epwix Janugs, upon nt 
Sept 25at11 Off Rec, ty House lane, H 
Wipe, Jor Lage <> pal Yorks Sept 25at3 _* Ree, 


ree 
WI.vovensy. eae Taomas, upon Hull, 
Painter Sept 25 at 11.30 Off Ree nirinity ous: lane, 


Hull 
Wiirsurme, Exveszar, Devizes, Sept 25 at 
11.30 


Tot . 
Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 


Oppy, Witttay, Ki 
BB ter, Solicitor, Ki 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Avexaxper, Atyrep Georor, Crouch End High Court 
et July 22 Ord Sept 1 
Pet Aug13 Ord Sept 12 
Beeven, James Hesry, aaa, Coal Merchant Halifax 


Tet Sept 12 Ord , peek 
Bene, Saees Lepvogr, Peckham Rye High Court Pet 


duly 31 Ord Sept 11 

Bieuam, Heyry, ay my aes Baker Newport, Mon 
Pet Sept 12 Ord 

Brovenrtox, Ricnagp, Lanes, Builder Man- 
chester en Ord Sept 12 

Coxon, sone Gunsmith Wrexham Pet 
Sept 10 “a 12 

Brass, mee Fostsr, Ealing Brentford Pet Sept 9 

Evaxs, Taouas, Cwmtillery, Mon, Farm Bailiff Tredegar 
Pet Sept 14° Ord Sept14 

Cae Joun, pate, Coal Miner Wakefield Pet Sept 

on, Wray, “ani Episcopi, Carpenter Yeovil 

Panta By daar, Lines, Farmer Gt Grimsby 
Pet Sept i2 Ord 

itoria hash Baker’s Manager High 

ak 4 nous. dasa Babine, Tie Manufacturer 


K —o Ord Ptecigs 12 
gevin, Caaru 
Pet Sept wees alr 


Hearn, — hy arg I 
Court 


Goal Merchant Galisbury | 





Krrowzy, Bexsamix, Burmantofts, 
Leeds Pet Aug 23 Ord Sept 12 

Locas, Coances Gnanam Grorraey, Falham, © 
Traveller Pet Aug 16 


High Ord a 
Mavooum, Wii.1aM Arrens Seething lane, ef Rent be i 
Court Pet July 12 Ord Sept It Sept 11 


Ba mead God 


Builder 
Ord Bept 12 
— — Fulham: High Court. 
Mean, overt tein Somersetshire, Aucti 
Yeovil Pet July 11 Ord July 19 
Moevsy, Wituam, Barnsley, Youks, Colliery 
Barnsley Pet Aug 23 Ord Sept 14 
Pictox, Gomenieieten, Builder High Court Pet 
28 Ord Sept 11 
Racxsam, Eowarp Ciement, Norfolk, Florist Gt Y: 
Pet Sept 13 Ord Sept 13 
Raroures, Danie Row.ivson, Eastbourne 
Pet Sept 7 Ord Sept 14 
R:ouarps, Tixorny, Glam, Grocer Neath Pet 4 


Ord Sept 14 ’ 
Rosixs, Tuomas, Herts, Farmer S8t Alban’s Pet Sept 
‘Ord Bept 13 


SmaLtiwoop, Taouas Epwarp, Gateshead, Importer Ni 

ie on et Sept 12 Ord Sept 12 
Surra, Haray. pan a Grocer Coventry 
10 


MaAnsarigtp, 
Pet A 


a 
July 1 


Surra, Anraur Vickers, Yorks, To Reaenntet King om 
upon Hull Pet Sept 12 Ord Sept 1 
Con ae, See Se jutcher Exeter Pet Sept i 
Srvusinetos, Epwarp, Barnes, Builder High Court 
Augé Ord Sept 11 ; 
Taytor, Cuantes Joux, Hove, Gent High Court : 
June 12 Ord Sept 12 
Cabinet 


Taytor, Samus. rough, fet Sept 1c Qua: 
Maker Scarborough moa 14 Ord x 14 


Tuomsow, a —, Soot sf 
Pet A 19 P Ord Sept in 
bees =) Foneas Rayevace ~ hi Grores, Bog 
ton 


14 Ord Sept 1 : 
aes, yd Spe Newcastle on Tyne | 


Wore 8 Sep, Satan High Court Pet Aug 23° 


Amended Notice pgp pg tes for that published in the Lone 
Lo - » Oaventry, Purve Parveyor of Mik C Cc try Pet 
UDON, Jou, OF 0! oven 
Sept 6 i 6 j 


SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


25.—Messrs. Baxer & Sons, at 2,in a Marquee, 
Fitton Park, Hounslow, Freehold Building Plots ( (sea 
advertisement, this week, p. 4). , 
. 26.—Messrs. Stimson & Sons, at the Mart, at 
4 Ground-rent in City (see advertisement, thig, 
week, p. 4). 


we 








All letters intended for publication in 
‘* Solicitor’ Journal” must be authenticate 
by the name of the writer. 

Where difficulty is experienced in procuring 
Journal with regularity, it is requested 
application be made direct to the Publisher, 

Subscription, PAYABLE IN ADVANCE, which 4 
cludes Indexes, Digests, Statutes, and Pa 
age, 52s, WEEKLY REPORTER, in wre 
26s. ; by Post, 28s. Soxicrrors JOURN. 
26s, Od. ; by Post, 28s. Od. Volwmes be 
at the office—cloth, 2s. 9d., halt law ¢ 
Sa: 6d. 








EDE AND SON, 


ROBE Ad? 


BY SPECIAL 4 
Po me ten sig ie 
ROBES FOR QUERN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
Law’ and Gowns for Registrars, 
ps , and Olerke of the Peace. 
Corporation Robes, University and Clergy G 
ESTABLISHED 1699. 


. 94, OBANCERY LANE, LONDO 
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